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Comments to Draft EIS Prepared by the DOE on the Imperial-Mexicali  230-kV
Transmission Lines

By Kimberly Collins
July 14, 2004
Calexico, California

I am here as a resident and taxpayer of Imperial County.  I think it is important to first
give a reminder to all those on the federal payroll right now – the taxpayers of Imperial
County also contributed to the preparation of this report through their tax dollars.

1.  I’m not surprised by the findings of the report – it contains the same, old and tired
way of thinking by the U.S. federal government bureaucracy in not recognizing the
U.S.-Mexican border as a region in which air, water, health issues, and economies are
shared.  This is clearly seen in the report on page S-4 in that the map does not really
extend into Mexico and is not to scale on the Mexican side.  This portrays the
sentiment that here we are on the U.S. side and we are not so sure what is happening on
the Mexican side except that there are these plants and wastewater treatment plant
located approximately in this location.

Air and water don’t follow the political boundaries of governments – they follow the
natural flow of the earth.  The EIS must conduct a binational and regional analysis—to
do otherwise is a half completed job that does not address the real situation.

2.  I find it ironic that this review is occurring during the year of the 10th anniversary of
NAFTA and really shows that the border region has become the doormat of NAFTA.
It is a place to scrape your boots and pass through collecting monies that are sent to
Washington–not a place to worry about human health problems, environmental
degradation, or future development of the region. Ten years ago it was hoped by some
that if NAFTA was passed and free trade in the Americas became a reality, the border
would get much needed attention and funding.  This clearly is not happening as seen by
the results of this report.  Instead of providing investment and infrastructure to begin
sustainable development in the region, new projects that contaminate the area are being
embraced.

3.  Public interest on page S-7 needs to be defined.  There is a huge difference between
the public interest regarding the environment and human health impacts and that of the
current reliability of U.S. electric power.  It is not and I repeat not in the public interest
of Imperial County residents to have these two power plants.  The following illustrate
this point further:

Socioeconomic impacts – Section 5.4.10
The costs to the local economy—which are not addressed sufficiently or appropriately
by the Draft EIS—will exceed any benefits that might possibly be derived (such as
property taxes).  The local economic costs will include lost economic development
opportunities as large companies are leery to come to areas that have high amounts of
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pollution.  There will also be public health costs that will be incurred by local
governments to care for low income residents, especially uninsured children.  There
will also be costs to production to local businesses and individuals with sick days – be
it a worker who is sick with respiratory illnesses and needs to take a day off to visit
with the doctor or for the worker with a sick child with asthma or a respiratory illness.
These are just a limited example of possible costs that were not included in the draft
EIS.  I’m sure if someone did an actual analysis they might find more.

Human Health – Section 5.4.11
The human health issues are not addressed in the Draft EIS.  The Imperial-Mexicali
valleys are already non-attainment areas.  There are already severe levels of asthma and
respiratory illnesses in the community.  I would actually hypothesis that there have
already been additional human health impacts by these power plants just from the short
time they have been running.  I base this on two factors.  The first is that with an
already stressed environment and human health system, additional pollutants to the
system, even at a small level, could tip the scales and push health of local residents into
dangerous levels.  By talking to my coworkers at my place of work, I along with them
have experienced chronic respiratory infections over the last eight months.  I literally
have been sick for months now.  If a stringent analysis was actually conducted on the
health of residents in the region – I’m sure you would find that there has been an
impact from the power plants.

Minority and Low-Income Populations – Section 5.4.12
The environmental justice issues are not sufficiently answered.  Imperial County is
73% Hispanic; the education rates are half the state average; the unemployment rates
are 3 times the state averages.  The unemployment rates on page 3-97 are incorrect in
Table 3.9-2. I can assure you that the unemployment rate in the Imperial County was
not 4.9% in 2003—it was over 23%.  Last month the unemployment rate was over
18%. The Draft EIS must go back and appropriately address the environmental justice
aspects of the power plants and the related transmission lines.

4.  The issues outside the Scope of the EIS – Section 1.3.2
This federal action does affect the global commons.  Power plants are known to
contribute to global warming.  These plants are also impacting a binational region. It is
impossible to only recognize the transmission lines and not consider the power plants –
they function together.  Without the power plants, there would be no need for the
transmission lines.

5.  Finally, this report tells the residents/taxpayers of Imperial County and Mexicali
that there will be impacts to our environment and health but that our public interest
does not matter to the DOE because we are a poor, disenfranchised people—if that
does not scream environmental justice than I don’t know what does.

Thank you for your time and consideration of these remarks.  I will send you by email
these comments in the next couple of days.
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